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Notes 


Chapter One: Introduction 


1. The first translation into Chinese of a work by Kautsky was Ma-k'o-ssu ching-chi 
hsueh-shuo [Karl Marx’ ökonomische Lehren] (Shanghai, 1911). James P. Harrison, The 
Communists and Chinese Peasant Rebellions (New York, 1969), p. 26, suggested that this may 
have been the first book-length Marxist work translated into Chinese. A Chinese 
translation of Dictatorship of the Proletariat, Lun wu-ch'an chieh-chi chuan-cheng, appeared in 
Taiwan in 1971. In the same year, Kautsky's The Class Struggle was reissued in the United 
States. The Sovierblock states have published many translations of Kautsky’s works since 
World War H 

2. The most important work by Lenin in establishing the precedent for almost 
unqualified vilification of Kautsky by communists was The Proletarian Revolution and the 
Renegade Kautsky, written in 1918. Contemporary expansion and ref nement of this 
position will be dealt with in the notes when appropriate. The noncommunist attack is 
best represented by James Joll, The Second International (New York, 1960), and John P. 
Nettl, Rosa Luxemburg, 2 vols. (London, 1966), and their criticisms will also be dealt with 
below. George Lichtheim, Marxism; An Historical and Critical Study (New York, 1961), and 
Hans-Josef Steinberg. Sozialismus und deutsche Sozialdemokratie (Hanover, 1967), are the 
only two authors of major works who have, in my opinion, done wellby Kautsky. John H. 
Kautsky, "The Political Thoughts of Karl Kautsky” (Ph.D. diss., Harvard University, 
1951), exaggerates certain aspects of Kautsky’s work. He is a grandson of Kautsky, and, 
at least in 1951, a defender at the expense of reasonable perspective, See pp, i, 8, and 11 
of his dissertation for examples of this distortion, 

3. Lichtheim and Steinberg fall into this category. 

4. Lenin, Nett, and Joll are examples of this approach. 

5, I give my sincere thanks to Artur Rachwald for providing me with an analysis of 
Waldenberg’s book, Karl Renner, an Austrian socialist, self-professed student of 
Kautsky, but during World War Lan opponent of his mentor, wrote a brief and laudatory 
biographical sketch, Karl Kautsky (Berlin, 1929). In 1954, Hermann Brill published an 
interesting but very limited review of some aspects of Kautsky's socialist career in "Karl 
Kautsky,” Zeitschrift für Politik 3 (September 1954), 211-40, 

6. “Sozialistische Kolonialpolitik," NZ 27:2 (1908-09), 39. 

7. On many occasions Kautsky discussed the tendency of individual variation to 
decrease in statistical importance as the size of the population increased, For a 
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particularly thorough treatment, see "Klasseninteresse - Sonderinteresse - Gemeinin- 
teresse,” NZ 21:1 (1902-03), 240-45, 261-74. 

8. “Allerhand Revolutionäres,” NZ 22:1 (1903-04), 655-56. 

9, Kautsky to Engels (4 December 1880), Engels, p. 10. 

10. A most interesting discussion of the ambiguous nature of Wilhelmine Germany 
may be found in Ralf Dahrendorf, Society and Democracy in Germany (Garden City, N.Y., 
1967), pp. 31-52. 

t1. Andrew G. Whiteside, The Socialism of Fools (Berkeley, 1975), p- 51, quoted Kautsky 
on what Whiteside called “his fellow Jews.” The quote is accurately cited, but the context 
is wrong, since Kautsky was referring to the Jews he first met upon entering the Austrian 
socialist movement in the mid-1870s. See Benedikt Kautsky, ed., Luise Kautsky zum 
Gedenken (New York, 1945), and Kautsky’s own explanation in EGE, pp. 36-37. 


Chapter Two: Prague and Vienna, 1854-1879 


1. EGE, pp. 36-78, 148-49, 273. This is a memoir begun by Kautsky in 1936 and left 
uncompleted at his death in 1938. It covers only the years up to 1883, but constitutes the 
only major published source on Kautsky's early life. 

2. EGE, pp. 35, 79-80, 102-05, 112; Kautsky to Adler (12 December 1904), Adler, pp. 
441-42. 

3. ESE, pp. 108-09, 170-72, 194, 

4, Wilhelm Liebknecht to Kautsky (4 October 1876), in George Eckert, ed., Wilhelm 
Liebknechts Briefwechsel mit deutschen Sozialdemokraten, vol. 1, 1862-1878 (Assen, 1973), p. 
708; Marx to Jenny Longuet (11 April 1881), Marx-Engels (1942), p. 389; Engels to 
Kautsky (27 August 1881), Engels, p- 39. See also Engels to Bebel (25 August 1881), 
Bebel-Engels, p. 114. 

5. E@E, pp. 10-12, 96-97, 113-33, 137-39, 152. 

6. Ibid., pp. 78, 141, 175-76, 180-81. 

7. Ibid., pp. 181-83, 227, 235-37, 273-74, 397-98; Kautsky to Ernst Hacckel (28 
October 1882), KFA 8. 

8, Kautsky to Engels (10 February 1881), Engels, pp. | (Kautsky’s introduction), 16; 
Engels to Bebel (22-[24) June 1885), Bebel-Engels, p. 228. 

9. Engels to Bebel (24 July 1885), Marx-Engels (1942), p. 440. 

10. Engels to Kautsky (1 February 1881), Engels, p. 13, 

11. EGE, pp. 238-42, 249-51, 253-60 (summary of Atlantic-Pacific Company), 260-64, 
266-68, 273-74; contract between Edmund Gerson and Karl Kautsky, “dramatic 
author,” 14 November 1878, KFA 3. 

12. EGE, pp. 66-70, 88, 104-07, 160-61, 

13. Ibid., pp. 162, 340; Blumenberg, pp. 12-13; Engels, p. 1; Kautsky to Luise (11 
February 1911), KFA 36. 

14. For example, Walter Holzheuer, Karl Kautskys Werk als Weltanschauung (Munich, 
1972), tries to tie Kautsky's early work very specifically to Buckle and Haeckel. 

15. E@E, pp. 212-13. The two authors who most emphasized the importance of 
Darwin to the development of Kautsky’s thought were Karl Korsch, “Die materialistische 
Geschichtsauffassung: Eine Auseinandersetzung mit Karl Kautsky,” Archw für die 
Geschichte des Sozialismus und der Arbeiterbewegung 14:2 (1929), 179-279, and, following 
Korsch's lead, Erich Matthias, “Kautsky und der Kautskyanismus,” Marxismusstudien, 
2nd ser. (1957), pp. 151-97, 

16. EE, pp. 155-61. 

17. Ibid., pp. 88, 101. 
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18. Ibid., pp. 99, 186. 

19. For Palacky and his influence on Czech nationalism, see Joseph F. Zacek, Palacky: 
The Historian as Scholar and Nationalist (The Hague, 1970); Hans Kohn, Not By Arms Alone 
(Cambridge, Mass., 1940), pp. 69-83; Arthur J. May, The Hapsburg Monarchy, 1867-1914 
(Cambridge, Mass., 1960), p. 24; and Jan Havranek, “The Development of Czech 
Nationalism,” Austrian History Yearbook 3 (1967), 242-43. 

20. Kautsky discussed the impact of the Commune on his own development in several 
places, most notably in EGE, pp. 178-86. Marx and Engels both claimed the Commune 
asa model for the future with few reservations; for Marx, see The Civil War in France, and 
for Engels, see the introduction he wrote for an 1891 edition of Marx's work. Though 
Lenin was more critical of the Commune, he too accepted it as both symbol and model of 
the workers’ state. However, the Commune was not the product of agitation by members 
of the First International; the Communards were not exclusively workers; and even 
among the minority of socialists, followers of Marx were not numerous. It was widely 
held for years that the Commune had been socialist and even Marxist. See David 
McLellan, Karl Marx (New York, 1973), pp. 388-404. 

21. EGE, pp. 187-89, In 1896, Kautsky recommended M. Antoine to Victor Adler for 
serialization in the Austrian party newspaper. Kautsky to Adler (2 June), Adler, p. 209. 

22, EGE, pp. 186, 190; Kautsky to Luise (11 February 1911), KFA 36. 

23. George Sand, The Sin of M. Antoine (Philadelphia, 1900), pp. 155, 167-68, 171. 

24. EVE, pp. 190-93, 203-07. 

25, Lassalle and the German workers’ movement were covered in some detail by the 
liberál Viennese press; for example, see "Zur Arbeiterfrage,” Neue Freie Presse, no. 91,30 
November 1864. Kautsky briefly discussed his own relationship with Christian deism at 
this time in EGE, pp. 210-12. See also Holzheuer, Karl Kautskys Werk, pp. 2-11, for a 
discussion of the replacement of a Christian, humanist world view by a “natural-scientific 
materialism as Weltanschauung.” 

26, Probably it would be better to use scientism instead of positivism here, but it would 
also be pedantic. Walter M. Simon, European Positivism in the Nineteenth Century (Ithaca, 
N.Y., 1963), suggested that such a substitution be made in all treatments of nineteenth- 
century intellectual history. However, positivism has come to be used very generally to 
refer to that vague but widespread European movement which held that the investigat- 
ory and analytical techniques of the natural sciences should be applied to all fields of 
human knowledge, and placed its faith in science rather than in ethics or religion for the 
salvation of mankind from the evils of itself and the outer world. As used here, 
“positivism” does not mean the school that identified with the doctrines of August 
Comte. This distinction is critical because of the importance of Darwin to the develop- 
ment of Kautsky's thought. Virtually all of the Positivists (in the Comtian sense) greeted 
Darwin's theory of natural selection with hostility, contending that it was “rationalistic 
but not experimental, ingenious but lacking sufficient evidence” (Simon, p. 25). This 
distinction between the rationalistic and the experimental is what separates most of the 
followers of Comte from the larger positivist movement in an epistemological sense; 
most Comtians were not in the mainstream of the Enlightenment tradition to the extent 
that they rejected rationalism. Marx, Engels, Kautsky, and virtually all Marxists were 
rationalists, and therefore they fall into this mainstream, For a discussion of epistemol- 
ogy in the nineteenth century, see Ernest Cassirer, The Problem of Knowledge (New Haven, 
1950), especially pp. 118-216, See also Herbert Marcuse, Reason and Revolution (Boston, 
1960), pp. 323-88, 

By materialism I do not mean to imply strict philosophical materialism which rejects 
the reality of ideas, but rather that tendency which seeks to identify material determin- 
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ants of ideas and actions, whether in economics or biochemistry or elsewhere. This too is 
a tendency present in the Enlightenment tradition. For a discussion of Marx and 
materialism, see Z. A, Jordan, The Evolution of Dialectical Materialism (New York, 1967), 
pp. 15-64, Jordan argues that Marx should be called a naturalist, rather than a 
materialist, a distinction that is important only if the terms naturalism and materialism 
are taken out of Marx's historical milieu and given strict philosophical interpretations. 

27. EXE, pp. 212-13, The interrelations of materialists in Europe at mid-century 
could hardly be better demonstrated than by the fact that Buckle's German translator 
was none other than Arnold Ruge, one of the central figures of the Young Hegelian 
movement. 

28. Ernst Haeckel, The History of Creation, 2 vols. (London, 1876), 1, 170-74. Fora very 
thorough discussion of Haeckel, see Daniel Gasman, The Scientific Origins of National 
Socialism (London, 1971). 

29. Haeckel, History, 1, 256, 281,313, 11, 307-10, 321. For Kautsky's explanation of the 
origins of less culturally developed races, see “Die Entstehung der ethischen Begriffe," 
Vorwärts, 30 December 1877. 

30, Haeckel, History, 1,4, 169, 179, 203-26, 237, 350. 

31. EYE, pp. 518-21; Adler to Dr. Johannes Volkelt (13 September 1882), Adler, pp. 
4-6; Krutsky to Haeckel (28 October 1882), KFA 8; Gasman, Scientific Origins, p. 151; 
Hans-Günter Zmarlik, "Der Sozialdarwinismus in Deutschland als geschichtliches Prob- 
lem,” Vierteljahrshefte für Zeitgeschichte 11 (July 1963), 259 n.19. In a letter to Engels, 
Kautsky identified Kosmos as “a liberal German Darwinist technical journal,” the editor of 
which had socialist sympathies, Kautsky to Engels (12 March 1884), Engels, p. 103. 

32. Ludwig Büchner, Force and Matter (New York, 1891), pp. v-vii (1855 preface), 71, 
75, 156, 222, 232-40, 242, 254, 289, 301-15, 367, 393. In this edition (it is reprinted from 
the fourth English edition, translated from the fifteenth German edition) Haeckel is 
cited or discussed on pp. 2, 67, 71, 132, 141-46, 153, 156, 161-64, 176, 238, 337, 350. 

33, Ibid., pp. v. 57, 171, 189-90, 299, 343. 

94. EGE, pp. 212-13. 

35. Force and Matter, pp. 382-83, 

36. “Entstehung,” Vorwärts, 30 December 1877. 

37. Büchner, Force and Matter, p. 388. 

38. Henry Thomas Buckle, History of Civilization in England, 2 vols. (New York, 1939), 
I, 4, 5, 13, See also p. 163 for an incredible pacan to progress. 

39. Ibid., 1, 29-30, 81-93, 106, 11, 2-7. Büchner contended almost precisely the same 
thing and cited Buckle as a source, Force and Matter, pp. 370-71. 

40. Buckle, History, 1, 113, 162, 171, 209, 599, 600, 627, 688-89. 

41. Many of Kautsky's articles appeared in several parts, as was customary in socialist 
journals, In 1875, he published a four-part article on “Darwin und der Sozialismus.” in 
the Gleichheit; in 1876, a two-part article on "Der Sozialismus und der Kampf um das 
Dasein,” in the Volksstaat; in 1877, a five-part article on "Der Kampf um's Dasein in der 
Menschenwelt,” in the Vorwärts; in 1877-1878, a four-part article on “Die Entstehung 
der ethischen Begriffe" and a three-part article on "Das Bevölkerungsgesetz und die 
Bewaldung,” in the Vorwärts. These comprise his major discussion of natural science and 
socialism. Much of his more reportorial work on Austrian affairs appeared in the 
"Correspondenzen” column of the Vorwärts. After the virtual elimination of the German 
socialist press following the passage of the antisocialist law in late 1878, most of Kautsky's 
articles for the remainder of the year and for all of 1879 appeared in the Austrian press, 
especially in Der Sozialist. The latter year was the only one in which the majority of his 
work appeared in that country. 

42. “Der Sozialismus und der Kampf um das Dasein," Volksstaat, 28 and 30 April 1876. 
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This article was signed “von einem Serben," one of several pseudonyms Kautsky used at 
that time. 

43. Ibid., 28 April. 

44, Ibid., 30 April. 

45. Ibid., 28 April. 

46. EVE, pp. 325, 367, 375-77; "Geschichte und Sozialismus, "Vorwärts, 8 March 1878. 
As an example of his familiarity with Marx, see "Der Kampf um's Dasein in der 
Menschenwelt,” Vorwärts, 30 March, 1,6, 8, and 11 April 1877, where Kautsky identified 
Marx and Darwin as the two men who had finally provided the means by which history 
based on “the naturalist laws of human development” could be written, Darwin provided 
a satisfying materialist world explanation, and Marx traced intellectual developments “to 
the history of production” ($0 March 1877). 

47. Engels to Bebel (15 October 1875), Marx-Engels, p. 365, and Bebel-Engels, pp. 
40-41, 

48. EGE, pp. 367-70, 373-74; "Entstehung," Vorwärts, 6 February 1878, The editorial 
note appended to the latter pointed out that Kautsky’s contention of a low level of ethical 
and cultural development in China was probably wrong, referring the reader to a review 
of Herbert A, Giles s Chinese Sketches which had appeared in the Vorwärts of | February. 

49. Engels, p. 4; Peter Gay, The Dilemma of Democratic Socialism (New York, 1952), p. 43, 
A more thorough discussion of Antı-Dühring and its impact on Kautsky will be taken up in 
the next chapter. 

50. "Die Physiognomie der heutigen Gesellschaft,” Vorwärts, 31 March 1878; “Sozial- 
Conservatives,” Vorwärts, 14 April 1878; Engels, p. 7. 

51. Herbert Steiner, Die Arbeiterbewegung Oeiterreichs, 1867-1889 (Vienna, 1964), pp. 
73-78, 82, 121, 169; Vorwärts, 3 June 1877; Havranek, "Czech Nationalism,” pp. 224-29, 

52. Steiner, Arbeiterbewegung, p. 131. 

53. Ibid., pp. 3, 7-9, 61-69, 82-101. 

54. Ibid., pp. 132-35, 157-61, 171-84, and 197-208. 

55, Ibid., pp. 13-15, 28-31, 37-39, 66, 104-11, 115-17, 119-20, 169, 244. For 
Kautsky's account of the early history of the Austrian socialist movement, see “Die 
Arbeiterbewegung in Oesterreich," NZ, 8 (1890), 49-56, 97-106, 154-63. 

56. EGE. pp. 227-31, 307, 316. Kautsky's first contribution to the Austrian socialist 
press was an attack on the moderates, "Oberwinders Schwanengesang,” Gleichheit, 29 
May 1875. 

57. EGE, pp. 285, 317, 334-38. For a discussion of the genesis and function of these 
observers at working-class gatherings, see Richard Reichard, Crippled from Birth: German 
Social Democracy, 1844-1870 (Ames, Iowa, 1969), pp. 116-18. 

58, “Correspondenzen,” Vorwärts, 4 October 1876, 18 May and 3 June 1877. 

59. "Die Parteien und die Wissenschaft,” Vorwärts, $ October 1877, 

60. EGE, pp. 344-46, 359, 362, 413; "Correspondenzen,” and "Aus Oesterreich,” 
Vorwärts, 29 May and 7 June 1878. A few years after the fact, Kautsky also suggested that 
the moderation of Kaler-Reinthal's 1876 program changes and the reunion with the 
former Oberwinderians caused a backlash in the direction of anarchism, Steiner, 
Arbeiterbewegung, p. 128 (quoting Kautsky to Herman Schlueter, 30 December 1884, 
International Institute for Social History). For further discussion of Kautsky's attitude 
toward Most and the Austrian anarchists, see Adolf Braun, “Kautsky in Oesterreich,” 
and Eduard Bernstein, "Kautskys erstes Wirken in der deutschen Sozialdemokratie," 
both in Karl Kautsky: Der Denker und Kämpfer (Vienna, 1924), pp. 61-63, 67-68; Vernon 
Lidtke, The Outlawed Party: Social Democracy in Germany, 1878-1890 (Princeton, 1966), p. 
111; Steiner, Arbeiterbewegung, pp. 155-59. 

61, EVE, pp. 283-84. Braun, "Kautsky in Oesterreich,” p. 62, suggested that Kautsky's 
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eventual failure to turn much of the Austrian party away from Most influenced him to 
move even closer to the Germans. 

62. E@E, pp. 353, 412-18, 415-17, 419-20; Engels, p. 7; Steiner, Arbeiterbewegung, 
p- 17, 


Chapter Three: The Peripatetic Decade, 1880-1890 


1, EGE, pp. 420-21; Mary Lefebvre to Kautsky (18 April 1880), KFA 4; Engels, p. 122 
n.5; Bebel, p. 87 n. 8; Eduard Bernstein, My Years of Exile (London, 1921), p. 107; Augusı 
Bebel, Aus meinen Leben, 3 vols, (Stuttgart, 1910-14), LE, 96. 

2. E@E, pp. 448, 450. For an account of the German socialist exiles in Zurich, see the 
pertinent passages in Lidtke, The Outlawed Party, and in Bernstein, My Years. 

3. EVE, pp. 431-33, 461-62, 491-92; Kautsky to Engels (10 February 1881), Engels, p. 
16. 

4. EGE, pp. 433-34, 440; Bebel, xxx (quoting Kautsky, Die Volkswirtschaftsiehre der 
Gegenwart [Berlin, 1924], p. 10); Engels, p. 7; Bernstein, “Kautskys erstes Wirken,” p. 70; 
Bernstein, My Years p. 108; Gay, Dilemma, p. 51. 

5. EGE, pp. 462-70; Engels, p. 8; Bebel to Engels (26 December 1880), Engels to Bebel 
(20-[23] January 1886), Bebel-Engels, pp. 100, 250-51; Bernstein to Engels (6 February 
and 9 September 1881), Engels to Bernstein (12 March, 14 April, and 25 August 1881), 
Bernstein, pp. 18-19, 25, 33; Lidtke, The Outlawed Party, pp. 91-93; Gay, Dilemma, p. 47; 
Bebel, Leben, I1, 168, 

6. Kautsky to Engels (4 December 1880), Engels to Kautsky (1 February 1881), Engels, 
pp: 9-10, 12-13. 

7.E@E, pp: 470-72, 475, 481-82, 484; Engels, pp. 17, 23. 

8. Marx to Jenny Longuet (11 April 1881), Marx-Engels (1942), p. 389; Engels, pp. 
88-89, 

9. Engels to Bernstein (14 April 1881), Bernstein, p. 25; Engels to Bebel (25 August 
1881), Bebel-Engels, p. 114. 

10. Engels to Bebel (30 April 1883), Bebel-Engels, pp. 152-53. 

11. EGE, pp. 429, 439, 474, 498-502, 505; Engels, pp. 8, 10-11; Lidtke, The Outlawed 
Party, pp. 169-70, Höchberg's party activities ended completely in 1883, and he died in 
1885. Kautsky and Höchberg never met again after the former left Zurich in 1882, but 
they continued to correspond. 

12. ESE. pp. 508-09; Kautsky to Engels (11 and 31 May, 6 September 1882), Engels, 
pp: 54, 58-59, 61; Steiner, Arbeiterbewegung, pp. 173-80, 208, 216, 221,233. Among the 
many attacks on the anarchists Kautsky published in the Viennese socialist journal 
Wahrheit, see especially “Das Raubattentat an Merstallinger” and “Mit allen Mitteln,” 
both I September 1882, reprinted in Ludwig Brügel, Geschichte der österreichischen 
Sozialdemokratie, 4 vols. (Vienna, 1922-23), LIL, 268-72 

13. Bernstein to Engels (13 July 1882). Engels to Bernstein (15 July 1882), Bernstein, 
pp. 116, 118; Kautsky to Engels (11 and 31 May, 6 September 1882), Engels, pp. 57-59. 

14. BSE, pp. 514-17, 523-25, 528; Kautsky to Engels {11 October 1882), Engels, pp. 
64, 68. 

15. For the radical-moderate split of the antisocialist years, see Lidtke, The Outlawed 
Party, pp. 82-83, 89-90, 129-38, 152, 154, 158. For the ambiguous, petit bourgeois and 
democratic roots of German socialism, see Reichard, Crippled from Birth. 

16. EGE, pp. 374-75; Kautsky to Engels (11 October and 1! November 1882), Engels 
to Kautsky (15 November 1882), Engels, pp. 64-66, 68. In the first year of the Neue Zeit, 
Kautsky wrote articles on "Die sozialen Triebe in der Tierwelt," “Der Kampf ums Dasein 
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in der Pflanzenwelt,” “Die Traditionen der sozialen Tiere”; the second year opened with 
a three-part article on “Die sozialen Triebe in der Menschenwelt,” 

17. Kautsky to Engels (14 September and 3 October 1883, 15 April and 29 May 1884), 
Engels to Kautsky (18 September 1883), Engels, pp. 81-82, 85, 110-11, 118-19. 

18. Kautsky to Engels (5 August and 3 October 1883), Engels, pp. 79-80, 82, 85-86, 
88, 91; Kautsky to Bebel (30 October 1884), Bebel, pp. 19-21. Apparently Liebknecht 
vetoed this move to London. 

19. Kautsky to Engels (29 May and 2 June 1884), Engels, pp. 117-18, 122; Kautsky to 
Dietz (30 May 1884), KFA 8. In his memoirs, Blos made only a brief passing reference to 
his participation on the Neue Zeit, See Wilhelm Blos, Denkwurdigheiten eines Sozialdemokra- 
ten, 2 vols. (Munich, 1914-19), IL, 60. 

20. Kautsky to Engels (29 May and 23 June 1884), Engels, pp. 117-18, 125; Bebel to 
Engels (8 June 1884), Bebel-Engels, p. 184. 

21. Bebel to Kautsky (13 September 1884), Bebel, pp. 18-19. 

22. Kautsky to Bebel (8 November 1884), Bebel, p- 24; Engels, p. 165. 

23, Engels to Kautsky (19 July 1884), Kautsky to Engels (26 June, 18 August, and 26 
October 1884, 9 January 1885), Engels, pp. 129, 137-38, 140, 152-55, 161-62; Bernstein 
to Engels (16 July 1884), Bernstein, p. 284. Liebknecht played a very inconsistent role in 
all these developments; he seemed motivated by a need to try to maintain unity at all costs 
and by the personal interests of Geiser. 

24. Engels to Kautsky (26 April 1884), Kautsky to Engels (29 April 1884), Engels, pp. 
111-13; Kautsky to Bebel (3 October and 8 November 1884), Bebel, pp. 21, 25; Lidtke, 
The Outlawed Party, p. 130, 

25. Kautsky to Bebel (3 October 1884, 14 February 1885), Bebel, pp. 20-21, 26-28. 

26. Kautsky to Engels (22 October, 22 December 1884, 9 January 1885), Engels, pp. 
152-53, 157-58, 160-62. 

27. Kautsky to Engels (30 July and 9 August 1886), Engels to Kautsky (31 July 1886), 
Engels, pp. 165-67, 194-95, 198; Kautsky to Adler (15 March 1887), Adler, p. 28; Walter 
Emden and secretary to Kautsky (6 May 1887 through 30 April 1888), KFA 2. 

28. Kautsky to Engels (9 January 1885), Engels, pp. 161-62; Kautsky to Bebel (14 
February, 10 and 16 March, and 22 April 1885), Bebel, pp. 27-28, 35-39. 
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